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SEN. DOLPHADDREESSES THE HOUSE |

bly complete the work of immproving the
lower Qolumbia and Willamette, and
that improvement will be out of the way
of othere.

The econstruction of the canal and
locks at the cascades to completion, has
been secured by the adoption for the
work of the contract system. There has

| been s great deal of misonderstanding
| and misrepresentation about this system. |
It was adopted by the senate committee |

on commerce two years ago for the new
locks upon the Bault Ste. Marie canal,
Galveston harbor, and Philadelphia and
Baltimore improvements. It was then
considered to some extent experimental,

and the committee did not dare to in-|

crease the contract works for fear o
defeating the bill. I was then promised
by the lending members of the genate
commmittes  on coammeres that in

|the wext river and harbor bill, one juriediction of rivers and harbors, were | committee and which in due time favor-

alone to the engineers in charge, we |
secured & provision for the appointment
of o board of three Army Engineers to
make & survey and report a plan for an !
improvement to overcome the obstruc- |
tions st the dalles, with an appropria- |
tion of $10,000 to defray the expenses.

| the Columbia river,—I will put it in
stronger terms,—if any one will show
where there has been an opportunity to
promote the opening of the Columbia
river and to secure appropriations for
that purpose which T have not improved
with all the zeal, ability and persever-
ance 1 possess, T will at once resign from | This board was appointed, consisting
the United States senate. ' of three eminent Army Engineers, who
I will say in this connection that in|spent]4 months in examiningthe ques-
| all that has been accomplished and all | tion, during which time they visited
| that has been attempted to secure an |similar works in Eorope. They reported
| open river and for river and harbor im-|in favor of a beat-ruilway as the most
provements in Oregon, Mr. Mitchell, |effective and economical method of over-
since he entered the senate, has earnest- | coming the obstructions.
Iy cooperated with me, and all the Ore-| My, Mitchéll, being chuirman of the
| gon delegation have been encrgetic and | Cammittee on Transportation Routes to
diligent; and it one has accomplished | {he Seaboard, upon the receipt of the
more in this' respect than another, it|yeport to Congress, introdaced a bill to
has been because his opportunities, be- | provide for the construction of a boat-
[

|ing a member of a committee having railway,; which he had referred to his

of the Oregon works should be placed | paiter,

|ably reported it, and by our united

| under the contract system. 1 said to thc!

Full Report of That Portlon of HIs| pagple of The Dalles in a public speech |
Speech Relating tothe Open- | a year ago last July that I wonld in the|

ing of the Columbia.

I will go further; if any one can show
that in my controversy between the peo-
ple and corporations I have not exerted

] efforts it was passed throngh the Senate.
We believed that there was a chance lo
secure the passage of this bill through

| next river and harbor appropriation bl a1] sy influence and cast my votes for
secanre such & provision for the cascade every just and constitutional measure in

. |locks and hope to induce the eenate
Hon. J. N. Dalph arrived in the CitY | committee to treat the cnseade canal
vesterday, and was met at the courl|,ng The Dalles improvement as one and
house last evening by a large audience | ¢, gaeure a similar provision for the boat
among whom was quite & NUM*|giwgy 1 ghould have suceeeded in
ber of ladies. The brass band k_”“” this, and both works would now have
the procession and after the meeting | ... provided for, and the speedy open-
was called to order by Mr. Huntington, {ing of the Columbia assured if it had
the young men taking congiderable part | | ¢ 1005 for obstructions and difficnlties
in the exercises, Mr. N. J. Sinnott was | emanating from my own state.
introduced and made his first political | "y oontract system resnlted in seeur-
epeech. It wasa very creditable effort, of ing a contract for the construetion of a
which our young friend has just cause for| .
congratulations. Col. J. B. Eddy “'“BE improvement of Hay Lake channel for
next called, and made a stirring gpeech. | ., 0 4100 4 million dollarsless than the
Senator Dolph treated upon general| . ... .¢0 and ina great saving in the
topics, and was listened to nttcm‘.we!y Philadelphis and Baltimore improve-
for over an hour, upon mm: topic, 10 | ments. Under such a provision contracts
which thiscommunity is mostinterested, | are let for the whole work, the: contrac-

Mr. Dolph said: : : ;
: | elv 1 ey
The resolution of the platiorm of the | F FeCeIVIDE Ih doe time a8 a payment

new lock upon the Bault Ste. Marie and |

the interest of the people and for every

measure calealated to benefit the labor-

ing man, I will retire to private life,
The senate conumnittee on cemmerce,

| senate, was enlargad to give me a place
[ npon it. The first speech I ever made
in the senate was in favor of the im-
provement of the Columbia river. I
have from the time 1 entered the senate
| improved every opportunity to secure
| approprintions for the work at the cas-
cades. DBeing a new member and failing
in committee to secure an increase of
the appropriation forthe canal and locks
in the river and harbor bill of 1884, I
made, notwithstanding I was a member
of the committee and tacitly committed
to support the reportof the committee,

throvgh my efforts after I entered the|

a motion in the senate to increase the!

the House and asked for and were prom-
ised a hearing before the House Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and were
sprprited at the action of that com-
| mittee in reporting the bill to the
House with n substitute providing for
an ordinary portage road. I immedi-
ately investigated the matter, to see if
there was a prospect of securing the
passage of the substitute through the
house, and was then assured, and I
have recently been assured by the
chairman and members of that commit-
tee, that the report was made under an
agreement that the bill should not be
called up in the house, and to get rid of
importunity concerning it, that no
member of the committee was commit-
ted to the project, and that the com-
mittee was not prepared to, and would
not make the new depurture of entering
upon the construction of ordinary rail=

democratic party concerning river uud!
harbor improvements is to gay the least, |
a very peculiar one. The Mississippi|
niver is deemed worthy of special men-
tion and is the only one so mentioned.
The other navigable watere referred to
are under the head of other great water- |
ways of the country. It is in effect a
declaration against a general system of|
waterway improvements and a general |
river and harbor bill. Under the word- |
ing of this resolution all the improve-|
ments along our coast would be ex-|
cluded, and if we masy judge from the)
action of the present democratic house, |
the Columbia river is not in the estima- !
tion of the party one of the great water- |
ways of the conntry.

The increases secured by me in the |

genate committee on commerce for the |
mouth of the Colambia river and the/
lower Columbia and Willamette, as well |
as for Sinslaw and Yaquina, were bit- |
terly fought by the honse conferees, and |
after n prolonged and bitter contest the|

provision placed by the republican sen-|

upon the work the appropriation aiready
made, and receiving his future pay-
ments as appropriations are made by
congress. The secretary of war is au-
thorized to ineur indebtedness to the
amonnt of the contract price and theap-
propriations are thereafter made, not in
the riverfand harbor bill, but in the sun-
dry civil appropriation bill, as appropriz-
tions are made for all liguidated claims

against the government and will be
made annuoally.

1 have observed that it is snpposed hy
gome that there will be difficulty in se-
curing s contract for the completion of
the canal and locks; but I have nodoubt
that there will be bids from every quar-
ter of the Union and a contract will be
secured for a price much below the esti-
mates. To help secure s respongible
bidder for a price within the estimate of
the cost, the limit of the expenditare, 1
gecyred in the east the names of all the
bidders enccessful and unsuccessful for
the Galveston harbor, the locks on the
Sault Ste. Marie canal, the Baltimore

appropriation for the canal and locks |roads, n work upon which any citizen
$50,000 and supported it with a speech. |I might enter.

It failed, lacking a few votes of n major-| At tfie Jast session of congress Sen-
ity. You willrecollect that Senator Frye | ator Mitzhell again ingmducud his bill,
oi Maine, spoke against it, saying that | which was again referred to the senate
Oregon was already liberally provided | committee on transportation routes to
for and that Iwasthe greatest beggur for | the seaboard. reported from that com-
my state in the committee, | mittee, pas:ed through the senale, and
I believe I have secured in every eub—!i‘"—‘“‘ to the democratic house to sleep
sequent river and harbor bill, except the | the siecp of death.

last, liberal increases for this work. At!»In tHe meantime, knowing that a
Lthe 31st Congress I inlroduced and re- !Eeparnto bill providing for the proseca-
ported ‘from the Senate Committee on|tion of this work under the contract
Commerce and seeured the passage!system would not pass the house, I was
through the Sennte of a bill appropriat- | working up my proposition to incorpo-
|ing the whole amount required for the |rate in the river and harbor bill a pro-
sompletion of the Cascade canal and | yision for the work. While doing so,
locks. During the 52nd Congress I in- | the Seattle canal project was brought
troduced, reported and secured the pass- | before the senate committee on com-
age through the Senate of & similar bill | merce and pressed with great energy and
appropriating the whole amount required | persevernnce by the Washington senat-
for this work. T now recall noother case |ors. 1 felt compelled to oppose this
where this has been done exeept the im- | measure, on the ground that it was not
provement at the mouth of the Missis- | in the interest of general commnerce and
gippi. Does thiz look much like obecavse I knew that the proposition to

ste in the river and harbor bill of 1ast| canal, the Baltimore and Philadelphia

session for opening the Columbia at the!
dalles rapide was defeated. -

The regolution of the Chicago conven- |
tion should be read in the light of the|
pocket veto of President Cleveland of |

improvement, and brought them to Maj.
Handbary, and had copies of notices of
the letting of the work upon the casende
canal mailed to them.

There has been complaint becanse the

disposition on my part to retard the work
or prevent the opening of the Columbia
river? If so, let some of my Democratie
friende indieate what else 1 conld huve
| done?

| I have recently discussed the matter

expend so large a sum for this canal
would necessarily interfere with and
prevent ine from securing &n nppropria-
tion for the improvement at the dalles.
| By my presentation of the Importance
of the proposition for the removal of the
obstroctions at the dalles, ms compared

the work. I knew thiswas an exaggera-
tion; but when Mr. Mohr came to see
me abont the matter, I told him that 1
did not desire to interfere with any im-
provement of the Columbia river
and would have my,
amended “so ag to do him and

Fhis company as little harm as possi-

bie; that I wonld have the gecretary of
war anthorized to agree with his com-
pany for a right of way over the right of
way secared for the boat-railway or for
a right to nse the tracks of the govern-
ment rond. He said that would reduce

| their damages compensation, for loss of

business on the Columbia by reason of
the constroction of a boat-railway. 1
told him that sach a claim was prépos-
terone., He gaid he wonld go to New
York and consult other parties interest-
ed with him, about my proposition but
he never reported.

In his letter to Senator Sguire he
claimed that his company had purchased
the work done upon the north side of
the river by the Northern Pacific RAil- |
way Company, sod had become the|
successor of all the rights of the Wash-
ington Railrond Co.—I think that was |
the name of the company—an organiza- |
tion created and maintained by the old
0. 8. N. Co., and the Oregon Railway
and Navigation Co., to hold the right of
way at the dalles upon the north side
of the river.

I concluded, and 1 leave it to youn to
eay whether the conclosion was just,
that Mr, Mohr could never have secured
those interests for the purpose of the
construction of a railroad and that his
scheme was simply in the interest of |
those who desired to prevent the open- !
ing of the river, and I probably said so |
to the conference commitiee. Some|
member of the committes told him this |
and he sent me a letter threatening me |
with his indignation, which I read in|
the senate and said in my pablic speech ‘

that if he had anything to say about mg|

he could say it on the house-tops.

In violation of the rules of the senate,
the morning the report of the disagree-
ment of the conference commitiee was
to be considered in the senate, he placed
apon the desks of senators and repre-
sentatives a document [ull of fslsehoods
and misrepresentations and it became
wy duty to answer it, This bronght
out the malicions and scurrilous letter
circulated among senators and represen-
tatives, which he tried to have published
in eastern papers without success and
which was published in a paper in this
city. This was the penaliy .l paid for
my fidelity to theinterests of the people.

Mr. Blanchard, nrged on by Governor
Pennoyer, succeeded in defeating the
mensure, It was conetantly asserted in
the committee that the project would
defeat the bill in the hooge and that
further delay wounld defeat the bill.
held on to the mensure until 1 began to
fear myseli that there was danger of the
defeat of the river and harbor bill and

proposition |

| taken

Lastly, it iz asserted that Iam the
attorney of the 0. R, & N. Co. and there-
fore I must be working in their interest.
Every one knows that when I entered
the Senate I severed all conuection, not
only with the 0. R. & N. Co. but with
all corporations and other clients. M
brother's firm, with whom I never h
any connection, some years ago gave up
the business of the O, R. & N. Co. and
the Union Pacific Company as lessee of
its road,

Paul Mohr claims that I appeared in a
suit to prevent the government from

tting a right of way for a canal and
ocks, and so attempted to defeat the
project. Ervery one knows that the suit
to condemn a right ol way over the
lande of the O. 8. N.Co. was braught
many vears ugo, before 1 had any con-
nection with the O, R, & N, Co, and
I'while Judge Strong wes counsel for the
{0, 8, N.Co. Thesait referred to by Mr.

Mohr was bLronght to condemn addi-

|t[onal land which was desiréd for the
! einal und locks while 1 was a meniber of
| the firm of olph, Bronangh, Delph and
{ Bimon and before 1 entered the Senate,
{ and was never tried. It was settled upon
my udvice to Mr. Prescott to take the
amount offered by the guvernment, to
show that the company was making no
factions opposition to the improvement,
although neither he nor 1 believed the
{amonnt offered was the valoe of the
land.

Buot I did once figure in a suit for a

| right of way over the lands of the O. B.

N. Co., now owned by the O. R. & N. al
the cascades. I appeared with Col. W.
W. Chapman in the suit of The Dalles
und Salt Lake Railway Co. vs. the O. 8.
N. Co., to gecure a right of way at the
dalles, and spent pearly a week in the
trinl of the case withont compensation
or hope of reward, my services being &
free gift to the enterprise for the benefit
of the people of the state.

Another charge 18 that 1 have repre-

i sented the O, R.and N, Co. In the su-

preme gomrt in some litigation., Al-
though other senators take sqits in the
sapreme court for land grant railroad
companies, I have always refused them.
I have not sought legal business, pre-
ferring to devote my time to the busi-
nees of the people of Oregon, | was
vice president of the O. K. & N. Co.
when it leased the narrow gaage rall-
road lines of the Oregonian Kallway Co.
The lease was execated ander the diree-
tion of the president and executive
committee of the company in New
York by the Portland bonrd with much
hesitation. We believed it to be Im-
provident. When My, Villard failed,
and the management of the road chang-
ed, the execution of this lease was the
cause of great complaint against the
' Oregon board, The other members of
the board acted largely under my ad-
vice. 1 defended them in correspond-
ence with the officers of the ocompany,
and informed the dompany thatin any
controversies with the Oregon directors
I should defend them for all acts done
whileI was connected with the com-
pany. I gavean opinion that the lesse
was void, and the company repudiated
| it. The Oregonian Railwny Co. brought
suit for the semi-annual inetallments of
rent, and the litigation was carried to
| the supreme court. In the first #uit in
Itho supreme court, Sidney Bartlett, the

reat Massachusetts lawyer, and Mr.
{Carter, the leading lawyer: of New
|Tork. were employed, The company
| desired me to file a brief, setting lorth
| my views of the wvalidity of the lease;
j uindd having, as yon will see, more than
& pecaninry interest in the litigation,
of the part I had
in the execation of

| on

account

antil I could not ask my rul]eagumllme lease, I did £0. The

longer to stand by the measure. { fact of my employment and the decision

) 1. | in the case was telegraphed to Oregon
I then, in order to remove all poesible| o 4o e thought I had committed

objection to the plan for this improve- | any great iniquity until Paul Mohr un-
ment at another congrese, secured a pro- | dertook to make a mountain ont of a
vision for the appointment of & ne“.]'umiu-iull. This one case settled the

river and harbor bill of 1887, by which |engineers have not proceeded with |
the appropriations for the Oregonfworks | the appropriations nade in the
were defeated and the works delayed. last river and harbor bill. 1 do not

There is not a state in the union,|think the secretary of war had authority
thanks to republican administrations, | to expend the money for work carried
that hase received greater consideration|on under the government engineers,
from congress or larger approprintion9|As I have said. the appropriation is
for rivera and harbors during my ser- | made to apply as the first payment on
vice in the senate than Oregon. Our|the contract price of the work. It-nec-
people complain at the progress being | essarily takes time to effect the change

of the improvement ot the dalles of the ‘
Columbia and I need not eniarge nponit with the Seattle capal, an improve-
here. My strenuous exertions to secure (ment which I considered of vastly
the commencement and epeedy con- [fu0TE importance to the people of
gtruction of this work have brougbt:“'ﬂﬁhiﬂgwn than the }‘3“{1’,1 became
down upon my offending head the wrath | embarassed with the W asb!n_gton sena-
of all who were seeking to maintain the { tors and was put in the position by the
grasp of existing monopolies upon the [ public press of complaining of them.
commerce of the Columbia River Valley | The appropriation for the Washington
and the adverse criticism and misrepre- | canal prevailed in the committee with-

made with the work upon Oregon im-
provements; but if they would examine
a river and harbor appropriation bill
they would find that there are usually
400 or more appropristed for, many of
them quite as important as ours and
many of which have been longer
under way. The Oregon improve-
ments which have been go far undes-
taken are, a8 compared with similar im-
provements elsewhere, in a most gratify-
ing condition. The improvement at
Coos Bay has already begun to show
beneficial results, and the liberal appro-
“priation just made for it will enable the
work to be prosecuted with new vigor.
Commencement of the work at Siuslaw
and Tillamook Bay has been provided
for. One comparatively small appropria-
tion will complete the existing project
for the improvement of Yaquina Bay.
The work at the mouth of the Columbia
river will be substantially completed
with the present appropriation,and if
any further appropriation is required it
will be ingignificant. This improvement,
for which 1 secured the first appropria-
tion after I entered the Senate, has cost
less than one-balf the estimate and
has already proved a success. A safe
entrance and harbor of refuge has been
secured, with nearly 30 feet of water at
low tide. Thanks to the liberality and
enterprise of the people of Portland, who
are expending $500,000 to secure 25 feet
‘of water from Portland to the sea, one

more ordinary appropriation will proba-

| of the work from the old system to the

contract system. Official ecommnnica-
tion between the department and the
local engineers was necessary in order
that the department could be fully in-
formed as to the condition of the work
and the local engineer could be fully ad-
viged as to the character and effect of
the new provisions econcerning it.
Careful working plaus and specifications
for every part of the work were required
before the work was advertised. Ex-
tensive advertisement of the letting of

the contract was required that contract- | had proposed a boat-railway s a means | nected together. Mr. Blanchard, chair-
ors in all parts of the country might|of overcoming the obstructions at this|man of the house committee on rivers

have an opportunity to bid and a reason-
able bid secured. But when these nec-
essary preliminaries have been attended
to and the contract let, the work will
proceed without delay until completed.

Much that has been recentfy said in
the press concerning this work has been
based upon insufficient information con-
cerning present conditions. There has
been & most unaccountable effort from
eertain sources to place obstacles in the
way of the delegation in congress and
especially to weaken my influence in en-
deavoring to secure an open river. I
am not in the habit of noticing ‘personal
attacks, especially attacks of which my
official record is sufficient refutation;
but I think I will embrace thia oppor-
tunity to eay at this place and this time,
once for all, that if any one can show a
gingle act, vote or speech of mine which
wae calculated to retard the opeming of

genlation of the Democratic press; amlf"“‘ my eupport and it wasg only by s
the strangest thing connected with the | great effort that I secured a provigion in
matter is that the people who are seek- | the bill making an appropriation for the
ing to control the river attack me by commencement of the boat-railway and
alleging that I am: seeking to perpetuate | for ite construction under the eontract
the existing monopoly. | system. Then the real fight commenc-

Let my record speak for itself. When ed.
the improvement of the cascade locks| The opposition to the work which had
had got fairly under way, with the pros- [ been going on all the session appeared
pect of liberal treatment from 1umreinlonce on th? But’facf!. Paul .\{ohl_- and
Congresses, I turned my attention to |the lobbyistsin the interest put in an
the obstroctions to navigation at the |8ppesrance. The Washing.ton canal and
|dalles of the Columbia. Major Jones|the boat-railway were straightway con-

board to consist of eevenr engineers,
three to be taken from civil life, in or-|
der to overcome my prejudice agninst |
army engineers, to examine and repnrl!
a location and plan for theimprovement, |
with an appropriation of $§15,000 for the
payment of the expenses of the board. |
What more could any one have done? |

1 will examine very briefly the grounds |
of attack ngainst me. First, it is said
that a boat-railway is impracticable and
will resunlt in keeping the river closed.
The nnswer to this is that a board of
eminent engfneers from the army have
reported that a boat-railway is not only
practicable but the most economical and
efficient improvement; that I did not
trust a single army engineer to pass
upon the question but had the survey
and examination made by o board ; that
I had nothing more to do than any of
you with the determination of the char-
acter of the improvement; and that con-
gress will not authorize an inprovement
of any other charaoter until the plan is

question involved. No other suit for
rent was eyer argued; no opinion was
written in any other case, Being on the
ground, ns a matter of accommaodation, as
the subsequent cases were reached, I filed
copies of my brief in the first cuse in the
snrwmu conrt. J
think I should ask pardon for taking
so much time upon so trivial 8 mwhtter;
but I felt that some statement wgn doe
to my friends concerning the sttacks
made upon me.
: Conteact for a Ship Canal,
New Yors, Oct. 7.—A $2,000,000 con-
{tract. has just been let in this city for
idre-lging the jetties at the proposed
| deep-water harbor of Ropez Pass, Tex.
{The work consists of a ship channel 30
| feet deep, extending from the Gulf of
| Mexico w Corpus Christi bay, nerogs
| Mustang Islaud. A channel 3,200 feet
| in length lias been dredged ncross Mus-
‘tang Island to within 800 feet of the
| gulf beach. Four miles of dockege in

| point. The boat-railway scheme was
new to me and I offered in the Senate a
resolution directing the Secretary of War
to cause the obstructions at the dalles
to be examined and to report s plan of
improvement. I saw the chief of en-
gineers concerning the matter and
learned that there was no fund ont of
which the survey and examination could
be made, and that such examination
conld not be made without an appropria-
tion for that purpose. 1 therefore
dropped the regolution and proceeded to
examine the guestion with care, and
elaborately presented the subject to the
Senate in a speech which I entitled,*An
Obstructed River.” In the next River
and Harbor bil), fearing that the scheme
of u boat-railway might prove imprac-
ticable and not being willing to entrost
the matter of recommending s plan for
the improvement, as is ordinarily done,

|and harbors and the house conferees,
assailed the boat-railway project most
bitterly and quoted Gov. Pennoyer's let-
ters and read in the conference com-
mittee extracts from demoeratic news-
papers in Oregon opposing a boat railway. |
With his, (Mr. Blanchard’s,) approval, if |
not at his instance, a paper was circu- !
lated in the house and quite numercus-
ly signed by members threatening to de-
feat the river and barbor bill unless the
Washington canal and the boat-railway
project were eliminated. :

I knew nothing of Paul Mohr’sscheme
prior to the adoption of my amendment.
I supposed his project was still npon
paper only. He wrote a letter to Seaa
tor Squire, which was turned overto the
committee, in which he stated that his
company had already expended $420,000
upon his project, that it had three miles

of track and were ready to proceed with

changed by the engineers, 30 feet of water will be provided in the
Again, it i said that 1 selected the| .o ) arhor, which s designed as un
north side of the river so as to destroy | ot f A _ A { th
the property of Paul Mobr's company  outlet for the ‘grain exportation of the
and not to hurt the Union Pacific Com- ; West and Northwest.
pany. It is sufficient to say thut1 had |
nothing to do with the location of the|
boat-railway, which was & matter wholly
for the Board of Engineers, and that
Paul Mohr's company was not in exist-
ence when the location war made,

1s This OMcial?
New York Worldi It is a funny
| campaign ‘of education, humbng and
{ boodle. :

Highest of all in Leavening Powcr.—j Latest U. S. Gov't Report.
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